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REMARKS/DISCUSSION OF ISSUES 

In The Final Office Aciion, Examiner Lamaire rejected claims 12-22 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpaieniable over U.S. Paieni No. 6.625,223 to Wimmer et 
al The Applicani hereby traverses this obviousness rejection of claims 12-22 and 
respectfully requests reconsideration and funher exammauon of the present 
i*ppUcaiion under 37 CFR § 1.116. 

Specifically, the Applicant has thoroughly considered Examiner Lamarre' 
remarks concemmg the paieniabiliiy of claimsi 12-22 over Wimmer The Applicant 
has also thoroughly read dimmer. To warrant this 35 U.S.C, §) 03(a) rejection of 
claims 12-22, all the claim limiiarions recited in independent claims 12 and 17-19 
must be taught or suggested by Wimmt-r, See, NfPEP §2143. The Applicani 
respectfully traverses this § 103(a) rejection of claims 12-22, because Wimmer fails to 
teach or suggest the following limitations of independent claims 12 and 17-19: 

1. ^^ means for validating; the transmined senes of information 
signals even if the error indication is produced.bv the intearilv 
Verification means " as recited in independent claim 12; 

2. '* mfians for inserting posinoninu information mto a header of the 
transmitted series of information signa ls wherein an error indication is 
produced in response to a reception bv a receiver of tl^e transmitted 
series of information that is in non-conformitv with the positioninu 
informanon whereby the useflil data i^ ^cepted a s a funcrion of a 
robust mode despite the production of the erro r mdicauon" as recited in 
amended mdependent claim 1 7; 
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3. "^ mcans for vahdatint; the transmiiced series of intbrmation 
signal^ even if the error indication is produced by the miegnty 
verification means " as recited m independem claim 18; and 

4. ** ^gcepting the useful data as a function of a robust mode even 
if the error Indication is produced " as recited in independent claim 19 

A3 to the traversal. Examiner Lamarre has correctly recognized Wimmtrr's 
failure to explicitly teach or suggest the aforementioned limiiauons of mdependent 
claims 12 and 1 7-1 9. A proper reading of Wimmer reveaU that dimmer also teaches 
away from the aforementioned limitations of independent claims 12 and 17-19. 

Specifically. Examiner Lamarre respectfully asserts that a teaching by 
Wimmer of bow to deierminc a segitient length field MPL when the check mformaiion 
K-i IS not decoded essentially teaches a validation of data that has produced an error 
indication. The Applicant respectfully asserts that Examiner Lamarre's assertion is 
misguided, because the determination of segment length field MPL when the check 
information Ki is not decoded has not relanoaship to a production of an error 
indication. A careful review of Wimmer reveals the fact that Wimmer tcacheii an error 
recognition and error correction for data of check information Ki that produces an 
error indication. See, Wimmer at column 3, lines 33-54. Thus. Wimmer teaches an 
invalidation of such data whereby the error can be reco^jnized and correcicd. This is 
in direct contradiction to the aforementioned iimitaiions of independent claims 12 and 
17-19, all of which require the data lo be accepted and validated without any 
corrections although the data has produced an error mdicaiion. 

Witbdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 12 and 17-19 under §l03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Wimmer is therefore respectfully requested. 
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Claims 13-16 depend ttom independent claim 12. Thtirefore, dependeni 
clauns 13-16 include all of die elements and limiiaiions of independent claim 12. 
li is dieretbre respecrfUlly submined by ihe Applicam ihar dependent claims 13-16 
are allowable over Wimmer for ar least the same reason as set forth herein with 
respect to independent claim 12 being allowable over Wimmtrn Withdrawal of die 
rejection of dependent claims 13-16 under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable 
by Wimmer is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 20-22 depend from independent claim 19, Therefore, dependent 
claims 20-22 include all of die elements and limitations of independent claim 19. 
It IS tberetore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claims 20-22 
are allowable over Wimmer for at least the same reason as set fonh herein with 
respeci to independent claim 19 being allowable over Wimmer, WiOidrawal of the 
rcjecuon of dependent claims 20-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
by Wimmer is therefore respectfully requested. 
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SUMMARY 

Examiner Lanaarre's obviousness rejection of claims 12-22 has been obviated 
by remarks herein supporting an allowance of claims 12-22 over Wimmer The 
Applicant respectfully submits tnat claims 12-22 as Usied herein fully satisfy the 
rcquirementJiof 35 U.S.C. 102, 103 and 112. In view of the foregoing, favorable 
consideration and early passage to issue of the present application is reapccifutly 
requested, if any pomts remain in issue that may best be resolved through a personal 
or telephonic intervievv. Examiner Lamarre is respectfully requested to contact the 
undersigned at ihc telephone number listed below. 

Dated: November 30, 2004 Respectfully submitted. 



Yves Ramanzm 
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P O Box 3001 
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Phone: (914) 333-9607 

Fax: (914)332-0615 




Dicran Halajian 
Registration No. 39,703 
Auomey for Applicant 



CARDINAL LAW GROUP 
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Evanston, Illinois 60201 
Phone: (847) 905-7111 
Fax: (847)905-7113 



Attorney for Applicant 
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